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PER CURI AM
Percell A Davis filed a notice of appeal seeking review
of his sentence under the Suprene Court’s recent decisions in

United States v. Booker, 125 S. C. 738 (2005), and Shepard V.

United States, 125 S. C. 1254 (2005). W construe Davis’s notice

of appeal and informal brief as a notion for authorization to file
a second or successive notion under 28 U . S.C. § 2255 (2000).

In order to obtain authorization to file a successive
8 2255 notion, a prisoner nust assert clains based on either: (1) a
new rule of constitutional Ilaw, previously unavailable, nade
retroactive by the Suprene Court to cases on coll ateral review, or
(2) newy discovered evidence, not previously discoverable by due
diligence, that would be sufficient to establish by clear and
convincing evidence that, but for constitutional error, no
reasonabl e factfinder would have found the novant guilty of the
offense. 28 U . S.C. 88 2244(b)(2), 2255 (2000). Davis’s clainms do
not satisfy either of these criteria. Therefore, we deny
aut horization to file a successive 8§ 2255 notion and dismss
Davis’s appeal. W dispense with oral argunent because the facts
and |l egal contentions are adequately presented in the nmaterials

before the court and argunment woul d not aid the deci sional process.
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